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App. No. 10/686,134 

Amdt dated August 19, 2004 

Reply to Office action of May 24, 2004 

Remarks 

aaims 7-26 arc now in the case. Of the claims, 7, 15, and 24 are independent, the rest 
being dependent. In the present ofRce action response, claims 7, 15, 17, and 24 are herein 
amended to clarify the invention, and dependent claims 25-26 are new. Claim 21 is withdrawn, 
and is requested to be reinstated upon issuance of a notice of allowance. A 37 C.F.R. 1.131 
Declaration is enclosed. 

35 U.S.C. S10i(b\ and 8103fa^ Rejections 

The Examiner has rejected claims 7-24 under either 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Garceau et al, U.S. Publication No. 2003/0160427, or as being unpatentable under 
35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being obvious based on combinations of references fliat include Qarceau. 

The Garceau publication has a filing date of February 22, 2002. Aldiou^ the filing date 
of the instant application is October 14, 2003, the instant application is a Divisional appUcation 
of application serial no. 10/119,258, which is now U.S. Patent No. 6,652,020. The parent 
application, namely j^plication serial no. 10/119,258, has a filing date of i^l 9, 2002. As a 
Divisional ^plication, the instant application has an effective filing date equal to the Divisional 
application, namely April 9, 2002. Since the effective filing date of the instant plication is 
only approximately one and a half months later than Garceau, a 35 U.S.C. §102(b) rejection is 
improper. Without opining as to the merits of the rejections, all purported rejections should be 
eithor based on either § 102(e) or 102(6)/103. 

Since all rejections should be based on 35 U.S.C. §102(e), or §l02(e)/103 the applicant 
has enclosed a 37 C.F.R. 1.131 Declaration diat establishes reduction of the inv^on to practice 
before February 22, 2004. As further evidence of reduction to practice before the effective filing 
date of Garceau, the apphcant refers to implication serial no 10/045,365, entitled 'Trailer 
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Frame," having a filing date of November 7, 2001, and having co-inventors Jeffiey Few and 
Bernard Garceau. In the parent application to the instant application, the applicant submitted a 
37 C.F.R. 1.132 Declaration, which stated that the instant inventor, Mr. Few. was also the 
inventor of the bracket illustrated but. not claimed in the 10/045,365. As such, the bracket (60) 
shown in FIGS. 7, 8, and 10 of Ac 10/045,365 was not "by another." 

hi the same manner, since the 10/045,365 plication was filed November 7, 2001, it 
provides direct evidence that the instant inventor, Mr. Few, reduced the bracket as claimed in the 
instant application to practice before the fiUng date of Garceau, namely before February 22, 
2002. Garceau does not qualify as prior art wiA regard to the instant j^jpUcation. Since all 
claims have been rejected by either Garceau alone or in combination with another refi^ence, the 
37 C.F.R. 1.131 declaration should overcome all of the rejections. As such, the applicant 
respectfully requests allowance of all claims. 



Re^jectfully submitted. 




HAHN LOESER + PARKS, LLP 
1225 West Market Street 
Akron, Ohio 44313 
330-864-5550 



W. Edward Crooks 



Reg. No. 51,124 
Customer No. 021324 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



AppBcant: 



JeBnqr P. Few 



Ezaminer: PaMl,IQunui 



Serial No.: 



Art Unit: 



3612 



Filed: 



October 14, 2003 



Ustes 



FwT 



REINFORCING BRACKET FOR TRAILER-FRAME BCFTT JOINTS 



DECLARATION 17NDER37 CJPJft. §1.131 TO ESTABLISH COMPLETION OF THE 
INVENTION OF THIS APPUCATION IN THE UNITED STATES AT A DATE PRIOR TO 

FEBRUARY 22, 2002 

I, Jcfficy P. Few, do hfivdjy declare dfirt: 

(1) I am tbe sole invenbNr of U.S. AppUcadon Serial No. 10/1 19^9, filed April 9, 2002, 
now U.S. Patent No. 6>6S2>020 and entitled REINFORCINO BRACKET FOR HAULER- 
FRAME BUTIJOINTS. 

(2) I am 4ie sole Lnvenior of ^ instant U.S. ^licatioiDi Serial No. 10/$$6>I34 filed 
October 14, 2003 and entitled REINFORCING BRACKET FOR TRAILER-FRAME BUTT 
JOINTS, wbich is 9. Divisional of U.S. Application Serial No. IQ/l 19^258. 

(3) I am a oo-iiyvezitor ^ridi Bemard Gaiceau on U.S. Application Serial No. 1 0/045.365, 
filed November 7, 2001 and entided TRAILER FRAME. 

<4) At least Figure 7 of US. Application Serial No. 10/045^5 iUnstiates a Reuifoi^ 
Btadoet £»r Trailei^Fiame Butt Joints, as described and claimed in at least one embodiment of 
the instant U.S. Application Serial No. 10/686,134. 

(5) Tbe Reisfixcing Bxacket sliown in Figme 7 of U.S. Patmt Apidication No. 
10AM5365 was derived fiom me. 
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(6) Hie ReiBfimang Bracket shown ia Figne 7 of U^, PiBtent A]Q>lieatioa No. 
10/04S;36S vns actually invisided 1^ me. 

(7) Hw inveiition as described and claimed in tiie instant ftpfAiea&cxi svaa xeduced to 
pcatsdeet prior to October 25. 2001 . 

I her^ declare tfaat all statements made lietem of nay own kziowledge are tiue and tiiat 
all staiemencs made on farfbnnation and belief are believed to be mie; and further that these 
statements were n>ade vfiOi the knoviiedge that ivifl&l felse statemenis and tte like so made are 
punishaUe by fine or imiwisonment, or both, under §1001 of Title 18 of die U.S.C. and that siKih 
willfel fiJsc statements may jeopaidi2e the validity of llie application or my patent Issued 
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